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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: Claimed limitation, "parent widget," in claim 14, has no 
antecedent basis. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 2-1 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: the claimed 
limitation "A method." Appropriate correction is required. Examiner suggests replacing 
"A method" with The method" since they already dependent on the introduced method 
in claim 1. 

3. Claims 1 , 2, 1 0, 1 2 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
claimed limitation "(variables and/or callback functions)" is improper format due to 
parenthesis. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 14, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject . 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
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skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. 

• In regards to claim 14, the claimed limitation "parent widget" is not 
described in the specification, and therefore does not enable one skilled in the art 
to make and/or use the invention. 

• In regards to claim 15, the claimed limitation, "automatic rule" is not 

* 

described fully in the specification, and therefore does not enable one skilled in 
the art to make and/or use the invention. 

• In regards to claim 16, is dependent on claim 15, and therefore does not . 
enable one skilled in the art to make and/or use the invention. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.G. 112: 

the specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

8. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims that are not specifically mentioned 
incorporate the same deficiencies of the claim of which it depends. 

■ 

• In regards to claim 1 , the claimed limitation, "(variables and/or callback 
functions)" is indefinite to which combination applicant claims. 
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• In regards to claim 3, the claimed limitation, "the possibilities" is indefinite 
as to what possibilities the applicant claims. 

• In regards to claim 4, the claimed limitation, "the possibilities" is indefinite 
as to what possibilities the applicant claims. 

• In regards to claim 5, the claimed limitation, "the default said dynamic links 
for newly implemented said data is indefinite due to proper grammatical 
structure. . 

• In regards to claim 7, the claimed limitation, "previously established said 
dynamic links and/or the widget attributes" is indefinite due to proper grammatical 
structure and is indefinite to which combination applicant claims. 

• In regards to claim 8, the claimed limitation, "previously established said 
dynamic links and/or the widget attributes" is indefinite due to proper 
grammatical structure and is indefinite to which combination applicant claims. 

• In regards to claim 13, the claimed limitation, "the support of widget library, 
designed to work with said dynamic links" is indefinite due to proper grammatical 
structure. 

• In regards to claim 17, the claimed limitation, "comprising the run time 
creation of new and modification of existing widgets including their associations 
with the callback functions" is indefinite due to proper grammatical structure to 
which creation; new widgets or new callback functions, 

9. Claim 2 recites the limitation "said data" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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10. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the possibilities" in line 1. There is insufficient 

» 

antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

11. Claim 4 recites the limitation "the possibilities" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claim 5 recites the limitation "the default said dynamic links" in line 1 and "said 
data" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

13. Claim 6 recites the limitation "the change of default attributes" in line 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

14. Claim 7 recites the limitation "the widget attributes" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

15. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the replacement" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

16. Claim 10 recites the limitation "the GUI's element" in line 1 and "the slider type 
element" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

17. Claim 11 recites the limitation "the recording/replaying functionality" in line 1 and 
"convertible GUI" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

18. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the same GUI" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

19. Claim 13 recites the limitation "the support of widget library" in line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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20. Claim 14 recites the limitation "the automatic recalculation" in line 1 and "its parent 
widget" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

21. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the automatic rule" in line 1 and "replaced widget" in 
line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

22. Claim 16 recites the limitation "the customization of rules" in line 1 , "said rule" in line 
2 and "replaced widget" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 

■ 

in the claim. 

23. Claim 1 7 recites the limitation "the run time" in line 1 , "said rule" in line 2 and "the 
callback functions" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 

» 

the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described In (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claim 1-4, 6, 7, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Frank et al. (hereinafter Frank), US 2003/0159129. 

• In regards to claim 1 , Frank teaches a method of managing graphical user 
interfaces associated with application programs operable on a computing device 
having a visual display device and a user input device for controlling a pointer on 
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said display device, said graphical user interfaces having a plurality of windows 
containing widgets for visualization and manipulation of application program data 
(variables and/or callback functions) (page 6 paragraph [0067]). 

• In regards to claim 2, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising the usage of dynamic links 
(connections) between said data and their corresponding representations 
(widgets) in the graphical user interface (page 5 paragraphs [0058] and [0059]). 

• In regards claim 3, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising the possibilities to create new, remove 
or replace existing dynamic links (page 5 paragraphs [0058] and [0059]). 

• In regards claim 4, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising the possibilities for GUI modification 
during an execution of said application programs (page 6 paragraph [0067], 
wherein when the display is changed the GUI is modified). 

• In regards claim 6, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising the change of default attributes for 
widgets used by said dynamic links (page 6 paragraphs [0066-0067]). 

• In regards claim 7, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising read/write procedures for previously 
established said dynamic links and/or the widget attributes (page 6 paragraphs 
[0066-0067]). 

1 4 
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• In regards claim 14, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising the automatic recalculation of 
coordinates and sizes for widget during resizing of its parent widget (page 6 
paragraphs [0066-0067]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person haying ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

* 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

1 3. Claims 5, 8, 9, 1 3, 1 5 and 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Frank in view of McLean 2002/0099456. 



* 
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• In regards to claim 5, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). However, Frank does not specifically teach comprising the default said 

. dynamic links for newly implemented said data. 

McLean teaches a user interface apparatus for enabling a user to communicate 
with a processor-controlled machine. McLean further teaches comprising the 
default said dynamic links for newly implemented said data (page 5 paragraphs 

■ 

[0068 and 0069]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the method and apparatus of Frank to include 
the teachings of McLean in order to have default dynamic link settings. One 
would have been motivated to make such a combination in order simplify 
selection for the user by having default settings for the dynamic links. 

• In regards to claim 8, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). However, Frank does not specifically teach comprising the replacement 
of a widget in said dynamic link by another widget from a predefined list. 
McLean teaches the above limitations (see claim 5 supra). McLean further 
teaches comprising the replacement of a widget in said dynamic link by another 
widget from a predefined list (page 8 paragraph [0091]). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
method and apparatus of Frank to include the teachings of McLean in order to 
have a preferred list of widgets set for a dynamic link. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination in order simplify selection for the user by 
having preferred widget settings for the dynamic links. 
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• In regards to claim 9, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). However, Frank does not specifically teach wherein said predefined list is 
constructed according to the type of data associated with the said dynamic link. 
McLean teaches the above limitations (see claim 5 supra). McLean further 
teaches wherein said predefined list is constructed according to the type of data 
associated with the said dynamic link (page 8 paragraph [0091]). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the method and apparatus of Frank to include the teachings of McLean in 
order to have a preferred list of widgets set for a dynamic link. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination in order simplify selection for the 
user by having preferred widget settings for the dynamic links. 

• In regards to claim 13, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
. supra). However, Frank does not specifically teach comprising the support of 

widget library, designed to work with the said dynamic links. 

* 

McLean teaches the above limitations (see claim 5, 8 and 9 supra). McLean 

» 

further teaches comprising the support of widget library, designed to work with 
the said dynamic links (page 7 paragraph [0088] and [0089]). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
method and apparatus of Frank to include the teachings of McLean in order have 
support of a widget library. One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination in order to have a library with which to designate widgets to dynamic 
links. 
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• In regards to claim 15, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising based conversion of attributes of the 
automatic rule replaced widget (page 6 paragraphs [0066-0067]). 

• In regards to claim 16, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). Frank further teaches comprising the customization of rules for said rule 
based conversion of attributes of replaced widget (page 6 paragraphs [0066- 
0067]). 

14. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Frank. 

• In regards to claim 10, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). However, Frank does not specifically teach wherein the GUI's element 
(widget) representing an integer editable limited value can be converted into the 
slider type element (widget). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include the use of a slider type element to 
manipulate the displayed widgets' values in order to size and place them 
accordingly (page 6 paragraphs [0067] and [0068]). 

15. Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Frank in view of Kashiwagi et al (hereinafter Kashiwagi) US 6577319. 

• In regards to claim 1 1 , Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). However, Frank does not specifically teach comprising the 
recording/replaying functionality for user's interaction with convertible GUI. 
Kashiwagi teaches a method for controlling data display. Kashiwagi further 
teaches comprising the recording/replaying functionality for user's interaction with 
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convertible GUI (column 10 line 37- column 1 1 line 30). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
method and apparatus of Frank to include the teachings of Kashiwagi in order to 
record/replay the user's interaction with the GUI. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination in order to keep and view of a history of 
all interactions with GUI. 

• In regards to claim 12, Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 
supra). However, Frank does not specifically teach wherein a prerecorded 
sequence of said user's interaction for any initial state of GUI can be replayed for 
any new (converted) state of the same GUI. 

Kashiwagi teaches a method for controlling data display. Kashiwagi further 
teaches wherein a prerecorded sequence of said user's interaction for any initial 
state of GUI can be replayed for any new (converted) state of the same GUI 
(column 10 line 37- column 11 line 30). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the same reasons stated 
above (see claim 1 1 supra). 
16. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Frank 
and McLean as applied to claims 5, 8, 9, 13, 15 and 16 above, and further in view of 
Logston et al, (hereinafter Logston) US 2004/0236860. 

Frank teaches the above limitations (see claim 1 supra). McLean teaches the above 
limitations (see claims 5, 8, 9, and 13 supra). However Frank and McLean do not 
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specifically teach comprising the run time creation of new and modification of existing 
widgets including their associations with the callback functions. 
Logston teaches a method and apparatus for balancing distributed applications. 
Logston further teaches comprising the run time creation of new and modification of 
existing widgets including their associations with the callback functions (page 8 
paragraph [0090] and page15 paragraph [0137]). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the method and apparatus 
of Frank and McLean to include the teachings of Logston in order to modify the existing 
widgets and their callback functions. One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination in order to further manipulate and modify the existing widgets according to 
the user's specific needs. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ford teaches a configurable runtime graphical user interface 
widget management. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Shashi K. Becker whose 
telephone number is 571-272-8919. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 
8:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the ' 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

< 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



